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Representative Corring Brown

U.8. House of Representatives

2444 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, PC 20815-0001

Subijeet: Re: Pederal-dtate Joint Board on Uriversal Servieg CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Brown:

1 have sgrious eonegrns regarding the Fedgral Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to ehangg the Universal
Servieg Fund (USP) collgetion method to & monthig flat feg.  Many of gour constitugnts, ineluding me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be nggatively impaeted by the unfair change proposed by thg FCC.

1% you Know, UST is eurrently eollgeled on a revenug basis. Prople who usg morg pag morg into the system. If the
FOC ehanges that sysiem to a flal fee, that mgans that somgong who uses one thousand minatgs a month of long
distancg, pays thg same amount info the fund as somgong who uses zero minutgs of long distaneg & month.
Conslitugnlg who usg their limited resourees wisgly should not be penalized for doing so.

1 jlat feg tax eould cause many low-volume long distanee users, like students, prepaid wirgless users, sgnior eitizens
and low-inecomg rgsidential and rural eonsumers, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordable monthly inereases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the UST from high velume to low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. In
additicn, it would have a highly detrimental gffzel on small busingsses all across dmerica,

The Reep UST Fair Coalition, of which [ am a member, Rggps mg informed about the USF issug with monthly ngwslelters
and up lo datg information on their website, ineluding links to FCC information.  While | am awarg that federa! taw dogs
nol requirg companigs to rgeover, or "pass along” these [ees (o their customers, the reality is thal they do. ds a
consumer [ would like gnsurg [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes 1o & numbers taxed, my servieg will cost morg. find
aceording to the Coalition's rgeent meetings with top FCC offieials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system
soon and without Iggislation.

[ will continug to monitor developmgnts on thg issug and econtinug fo spread the word to my community. trequest gou
pass along my econeerns to the FCC on my behalf, etting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
thosg in.gour constilugney.

Thank you for your eontinugd work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this maiter.

Sinegrely,

Pavid Gilbert

ce o .
The Federal Communications Commission




Jim Whih‘enbﬂ - —

H C 86 Box 229 , Monticello, KY 42633

November 1, 2005 5:42 PM

Representative Hal Rogers

U.S. House of Representatives

2406 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Regers:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituerits who Use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on smal! businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which'T am a meimber, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legisiation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting thetn know how c flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jim Whittenburg

cc:

The Federal Communications Commission =
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John Bozell
141 $€ 10th Court , Peerfigld Beach, Flb 33441
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Representative Clay Shaw

{L8. House of Representatives
1236 longworth tlousg Office Bldg.
Washington, ®C 205(5-000t

dubjeet: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Docket 96-45

Pear Representative Shaw:

[ have serious conegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to changg the Universal
dervieg Fund (USP) ecllgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by thg unfair change proposed by thg FCC.

TIs gyou know, UST is eurrently eclizgeted on & revenue basis. People who usg more pay more into the system. [f the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone whe usgs one thousand minutes & month of long
distance, pays the samg smount into the fund as somgong who usgs zero minules of long dislencg a month.
Constitugnls who usg their limiled resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

T flat feg tax could causg many low-valume long distaneg users, like students, prepaid wirelgse users, senior citizgns
and low-incomg rgsidential and rarat eonsumers, to give up their phones dug to anaffordable monthly inergasgs on
their bills. $hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volumg to low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly dgtrimental gffect on small busingssgs al! across fAmerica.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am & mgmber, keeps me informed sbout the USF issue with monthly ngwsletlers
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  White [ am aware that federal law dogs
not require companies to reeover, or "pass along” these fegs to their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumgr | would likg gnsure | am charged fairly. If the FCC gogs to & numbers taxed, my servicg will eost more. fAnd
aceording to the Coalition's reegnt meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to changg to a flat fee system
scon and without legislation.

[will continug to monilor developments on the issug and eonlinug 10 spread the word 1o my community. [ request you
pass along my coneerns to the PCC on my behalf, Igtting them know how a flat feg tax eould disproportionately affect
thosg in your eonstitugney.

Thank you for gour continugd work and 1 ook forward 1o hearing about gour position on this mattgr,

Sinegrely,

John Bozell

ce:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Judith Stanley
5299 Skyline Lane , Greenwood, IN 46143-8953

Senator Richard Lugar

{1.S. Senate

306 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Lugar:

L have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position 1o change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zerc minutes of long distance a month.
Constitucnts who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume 10 low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

"The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
[ederal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these [ees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. Asaconsumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat

fee system soon and without legislation.
I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
aftect those in your constiiuency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Judith Stanley

cc:
The Federal Communications Comamission = *
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James Fiedler
3065 Rauchtown Rd , Jersey Shore, PA 17740-7248

Senator Rick Santorum

U1.S. Senate

511 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Santorum:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

‘The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. Asa consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely, RIS

James Fiedler

ces )
The Federal Communications Commission




Sonja Smith
1505 Dunton Green Way , Lawrenceville, GA 30043-4776

Novemniber 2, 2005 6:09 AM

Representative John Linder

LS. House of Representatives
1026 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subyect: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Linder:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my Mmends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Consutuents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental cffect on small businesses all across America.

"I'he Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a2 member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While T am aware that
federal law does not require companiés to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer [ would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I'will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Sonja Smith
ce:

The Federal Communications Commission
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